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DETERMINING MULTIPROGRAMMING
LEVELS

BACKGROUND

A database 1s a collection of information. A relational
database 1s a database that 1s perceived by its users as a
collection of tables. Each table arranges items and attributes
of the items 1n rows and columns respectively. Each table row
corresponds to an 1tem (also referred to as a record or tuple),
and each table column corresponds to an attribute of the 1tem
(referred to as a field, an attribute type, or field type). To
retrieve information from a database, the user of a database
system constructs a query. A query contains one or more
operations that specily information to retrieve, manipulate, or
update from the database. The system scans tables in the
database and processes the information retrieved from the
tables to execute the query.

Queries of databases represent one form of a transaction
that may be performed on a database or other form of com-
puter system. For example, data updates or other data main-
tenance may also be performed. In complex data processing,
systems, queries or other transactions may execute 1n parallel
or be programmed to execute concurrently. Additionally,
there may be multiple types of transactions that may be
executed at a time. A multi-programming level (MPL) 1s a
number of transactions that are scheduled to be executed
concurrently. Accordingly, finding a good MPL for each type
of transaction may be difficult. If an MPL 1s too low, then
response time and throughput may suifer. If an MPL 1s too
high, then there may be excessive resource contention and
response time and throughput may again suifer.

On the one hand, 1t may be desirable to use system
resources elficiently so that service objectives are met (as
opposed to missing service objectives despite system
resources remaining unused). On the other hand, 1t may be
important to avoid system overload, which occurs when a
database system performs inefficiently because too many
queries are being processed, or the workload 1s otherwise too
heavy for the data processing system to elficiently process.

As more and more queries are processed on a database
system, the number of queries the system processes per
minute, as a measure of throughput, may increase at first, as
resources become more fully utilized. However, once the
database system 1s overloaded, attempting to process more
queries may cause throughput to decrease. This means that
the database system completes fewer queries per minute 1n an
overload state than 1n a non-overload state. It 1s noted that 1n
an overload state of the database system, not all the resources
used by the database system may actually be overloaded. For
example, the hard-disk-drive resource of a database system
may be overloaded, but queries that do not result 1n access of
this resource may still be added without inordinately impact-
ing the throughput of the database system as a whole, as 1s the
case 1 queries that result 1n access of this resource are added.
It 1s also possible 1n some database systems that the queries
that do not result 1n access of the hard disk drive waill still
sulfer from 1mpaired throughput because they may be forced
to wait for other quenes that do require access to the hard
drive resource.

It also may be diflicult to predict how the performance of a
given type of query whose behavior 1s well-known under
favorable runtime conditions will degrade under resource
contention. The difficulty may be compounded when mul-
tiple types of queries run at the same time. Many different
types of queries can be run on a data warehouse, ranging from
short-running queries used to enable online transactions
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2

(OLTP queries), to longer-running queries used to generate
reports, and to very long-running transactions used to per-
form complicated analysis or database maintenance.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

Features and advantages of examples of systems, methods
and devices will become apparent by reference to the follow-
ing detailed description and drawings.

FIG. 1 1s a block diagram depicting an example of a com-
puter system 1n accordance with an embodiment of the inven-
tion.

FIG. 2 1s a flow chart of an example of a method of man-
aging the execution of transactions in accordance with an
embodiment of the invention.

FIG. 3 1s an example of a data structure that illustrates
performance as a function of MPL for two transaction types in
accordance with an embodiment of the invention.

FIGS. 4A and 4B are a tlow chart of a further example of a
method of managing the execution of transactions 1n accor-
dance with an embodiment of the invention.

FIG. 5 1s a flow chart of an example of a method of deter-
mining an overload condition 1n a complex set of transactions
in accordance with an embodiment of the invention.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

In a computer system, such as a database system or other
data processing system, transactions, including operation
requests such as database queries, may arrive dynamically. It
will be appreciated that although some of the following dis-
cussion 1s directed to queries of databases, the methods and
systems described herein may be applied to tasks or jobs 1n
other forms of queue-based systems, such as computer oper-
ating systems. There may be a range of values of MPL that
may successiully be executed by the computer system. For
any given set ol operations, referred to as a workload, there
may be a relatively small range of values of MPL that will
provide close to optimum usage ol the computer system.
Throughput or completion of the operations 1s an example of
a metric that may be used to gauge the operation of the
computer system. A given metric may have a minimum or
maximum 1n a range of acceptable MPLs. As an example, for
a set of similar queries that may arrive at a database system
dynamically, there may a small range of values for the MPL
that yield optimal or close to optimal response time and
throughput. Such a response function may be treated as a
unimodal function.

FIG. 1 1llustrates an example of a computer system 10 that
may perform assigned computer operations on transactions
that may dynamically arrive from another source, such as a
user’s computer system or network. As an example, aset 12 of
N types of transactions are shown in a queue prior to being
input into the computer system for execution. Computer sys-
tem 10 may 1nclude one or a plurality of associated computer
systems. In this example, it 1s shown as a single computer
system.

Computer system 10 may include a first computer sub-
system 14 and a second computer subsystem 16. In this
example, first computer subsystem 14 may perform the
operations from set 12 that may be assigned to 1t by computer
subsystem 16. Fach transaction type may have a different
computer-system resource requirement. Computer sub-
systems 14 and 16 may be 1n communication with each other,
either as parts of a single computer system 10, or as parts of
separate computer systems. Accordingly, computer sub-
systems 14 and 16 may each or 1n combination include inter-
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communication devices 18, such as local and wide area net-
works, as well as hardware and software, firmware, or a
combination of these. For example, hardware for computer
subsystem 14 may include a central processing unit (CPU) or
processor 20, a memory storage apparatus 22, as well as
input/output connections, chipsets, and other hardware com-
ponents, not shown.

The memory storage apparatus may be any suitable type of
storage device or devices resident 1n or 1n association with one
or more of the computer systems, and may include non-
volatile memory and volatile memory. The non-volatile
memory may include data 24, such as a database on which the
operations are performed, as well as executable software
instructions 26 for execution by the processor, including
instructions for an operating system and other applications,
such as instructions 28 for processing transactions from trans-
action set 12.

Similarly, hardware for computer subsystem 16 may
include a central processing unit (CPU) or processor 30, as
well as a memory storage apparatus 32, and nput/output
connections, chipsets, and other hardware components, not
specifically shown. Processors 20 and 30 may be independent
processors, portions of co-processors, or functionally part of
a single processor.

Memory storage apparatus 32 may be any suitable type of
storage device or devices resident 1n or i association with
computer system 10, and may be part of a shared storage
apparatus with the memory storage apparatus serving com-
puter subsystem 14. Storage apparatus thus may include non-
volatile memory and volatile memory. The non-volatile
memory may 1nclude executable software mstructions 34 for
execution by the processor, including instructions for an oper-
ating system and other applications, such as instructions 36
for administration or management of first computer sub-
system 14 that may determine an MPL for different transac-
tion types. Memory storage apparatus 32 may also include
data 30, such as data used to determine MPL.s for the different
transaction types and records of MPLs, transaction types,
service level agreements, performance measurements, and
the like.

An example of a method 40 for managing the execution of
a workload of transactions of different transaction types on a
computer system, such as computer system 10 or first com-
puter subsystem 14, 1s 1llustrated in the flow chart of FIG. 2.
Such a method may be implemented on the same computer
system or a second computer system or subsystem, such as
subsystem 18. The method may begin when a workload 42 of
transactions of different types 1s recerved from transaction set
12. Workload 42 may be executed 1n a step 44. A time interval
may be established for determiming performance during
execution. Execution o the workload may continue until such
a time 1nterval 1s completed, as determined at step 46.

When the time interval has passed, the performance of each
transaction type may be determined 1n a step 48. A determi-
nation may then be made 1n step 50 as to whether a transaction
type 1s overloaded. A transaction type may be considered to
be 1n an overloaded state when performance 1s degraded with
an increase in the number of transactions of the transaction
type. The performance degradation may be for the same trans-
action type or 1t may be for a different transaction type. If not,
execution continues until the next time interval 1s completed.
The time 1ntervals may be regular, 1.¢., periodic, or they may
be for irregular periods of time. For example, the interval may
be recomputed aiter the performance of the system has been
determined.

If there 1s an overloaded transaction type, the number of
transactions in at least one transaction type may be changed in
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step 52. Processing then returns to step 46 and execution of
the workload continues 1n step 44 until the next time nterval
1s completed.

FIG. 3 illustrates a normalized three-dimensional repre-
sentation of a data structure 60 indicating performance for
two query (transaction) types, Type A and Type B. Data for all
N transaction types may be generated by computer subsystem
16. The possible MPL levels for each of the data types 1s
represented along a respective axis, such as axis 62 for query
Type A and axis 64 for query Type B. In this example, query
Type A has npossible MPLs and query Type B has m possible
MPLs. This structure 1s 1n etffect a “Multiple MPL Surface™
structure, referred to as an MMPL Surface structure for short.

A grid 66 represents a collection of data points, shown as
cells 68, for which the performance of each query type may be
represented (recorded) for the associated combination of
MPLs ot each query type. Thus, a cell C,; may include a
normalized performance value TA,, for query Type A at
MPL ,=k and a normalized perfermanee value TB, for query
Type B at MPL ;=7. Any of the cells 68 may be populated with
the perfermanee data, but there may be extensive overhead 1n
populating the entire grid.

Data structure 60 may provide a normalized representation
of throughput with a single measure of system performance at
various MPLs applicable to a heterogeneous set of transac-
tions. The data structure thus may be used to map out the
space of possible workloads. Performance may be measured
at different points so as to create conceptually a surface that
indicates performance under various conditions. Such a
populated data structure may be used to mform workload
management decisions such as admission control, schedul-
ing, and execution control.

FIGS. 4A and 4B comprise a tlow chart of an exemplary
method 70 for managing the workload for a computer sub-
system 14. For each query type, as determined in a step 72, the
query type and associated service level agreement (SLA) may
be recerved 1n a step 74. The SLLA may then be translated into
a performance measure 1n a step 76. This may provide a
uniform way of evaluating whether or not performance
improves when MPL 1s raised or lowered. Performance at
various MPLs may be compared using a query-specific mea-
sure such as query throughput—the number of queries com-
pleted over time. Performance characteristics may be com-
pared for different transaction types, or more specifically in
this example, for different query types. Other examples of
measures that may be used include the number of rows pro-
cessed by all queries of a given type over time, the monetary
value of work done over time, or the aggregate resource usage
over time (e.g., number of CPU seconds across all processors
over time).

An mitial MPL for the given query type may then be
determined 1n a step 78. This may be a value that may be input
by a subsystem administrator, such as a database administra-
tor, based for example on prior known values or an estimate of
reasonable values. It may also be computed automatically by
the use of system models of operation estimators. A query
optimizer may provide estimates for each query type plus
workload arrival rate estimates. For example, if two report
queries are expected to be received per minute, and have a
minimum-response-time threshold of 45 seconds per query,
then the search may be started with an 1nitial MPL of 2 for that
query type. In other words, if the number of queries 1s known
that may be needed to complete of a given query type per time
period 1n order to meet service level agreements, an 1nitial
MPL value may be set accordingly.

Although not represented in FIGS. 4A and 4B, a combined
utility function for all queries in the current workload may be
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produced. In order to create a single measure of system per-
formance at various multi-programming levels that can be
applied to a heterogeneous set of queries, a normalized rep-
resentation may accommodate the consideration of the value
of work done under various MPLs. The combination of such
measures, such as by weighting them to retlect the service
level agreements and then adding them together, may provide
a measure of the overall work performed by the entire system.
For example, CPU seconds used by queries of one type may
be twice as “valuable” as CPU seconds used by queries of a
second type.

For example, 1f a service level agreement calls for a given
response time threshold for a certain query type, and the
normalized value measure happens to be a number of rows
processed per minute, then the number of queries that are
completed per minute to meet that mimimum threshold may
be determined. That number may then be multiplied by the
average number of rows processed 1n the process of complet-
ing each query of that type. Otherwise, the measures for each
query type may be kept separate.

A time period X may be determined at step 80 during which
the workload may be run. The length of time needed for this
measurement period may for example depend on the time
needed to run the most expensive queries. It may be based on
the operating conditions of the system. For example, a
progress indicator may be used to evaluate the progress of
very long-running queries. Measurement may be stopped
when the time period has elapsed or when either 1t may be
clear that at least one service level agreement (SLA) 1s likely
to be violated under these conditions or when 1t may be clear
that all SL As are likely to be met. As has been mentioned, the
intervals may be regular or irregular.

This step may be the beginning of a feedback loop used to
locate a point at which service level agreements are met.
During step 82 the queries may be run at the selected MPLs
tor the current time period X. Performance may be measured
during runming of the queries. At the completion of time
pertod X, the performance of each query type may be
recorded in a step 84. The performance levels may be
recorded 1n a data structure 60 having one dimension for each
query type’s MPL and a single dimension that represents the
value of work done for each combination of query-type
MPLs.

A different example of this structure may include normal-
1zed MPL dimensions. For example, instead of MPL, a mea-
sure such as multiplying MPL by the average amount of
memory used by a single query of the given query type may be
used. Multiplying MPL by the average number of rows pro-
cessed by a given query of that type 1s another measure that
may be used.

A unified utality function may facilitate the comparison of
the costs and benefits of allocating system resources to one
query type versus another. The MMPL Surface structure 60
may be used to map out the space of possible workloads.
However, this space may potentially be quite large, and the
clfort needed to measure even a single point 1n this space can
be quite expensive. Furthermore, 1t may be that because
machine-time may be expensive or because workloads are
dynamic, this surface may be populated at runtime (on the
fly), and avoid spending long periods of time runming experi-
ments to populate the map ahead of time.

It may be approprnate to only populate meaningiul portions
of the MMPL Surface structure. One may use the structure to
find an optimal point, the point that maximizes the value of
work done. On a uni-modal MPL curve, this point would be
the maximum. The MMPL Surface structure also may be
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useful for one or more of the following purposes, and the
MMPL Surface may be incrementally populated in the course
ol the associated searches:

1) Locate at least one point at which service level agree-
ments are met or indicate that 1t may not be possible to meet
all service level agreements while running multiple query
types simultaneously.

2) Identily whether or not a given point may be 1n a state of
system overload.

3) Locate the boundaries at which the system may be
overloaded.

The MMPL Surface structure may be selectively populated
enough to determine the desired information. Each time per-
formance may be measured, 1t may be recorded in the MMPL
Surface structure. In the following discussion for this
example, an axial cross section of an MMPL Surface struc-
ture may be assumed to be unimodal although 1t 1s possible
that for some workloads an axial cross section would not be
unimodal.

A determination may be made at step 86 as to whether the
workload has been completed. 1T it has, the system perfor-
mance may be evaluated and the process terminated at a step
88. If the workload has not been completed, then a determi-
nation may be made 1n step 90 as to whether the service level
agreements for the different query types are being met.

IT all service level agreements are being met and the system
may not be likely to be 1n a state of overload with respect to
any given query type, then the process may return to step 80.
Otherwise, 1t may be desirable to continue an analysis of the
system so as to refine MPL settings to further improve per-
formance. After satisfactory MPLs have been determined, the
system performance may be monitored intermittently to
ensure SLAs continue to be met by repeating steps 82, 84, 86
and 90.

Ifnotall SL As are being met, as determined 1n step 90, then
a determination may be made in a step 92 as to whether the
system may be in overload. An overload condition may be
identified by a suitable method, such as the method 1llustrated
in the tlowchart of FI1G. 5. Step 92 may then 1nitiate a process
for refining the MPLs for the various query types. If the
system may be 1n overload, then an iteration begins through
the query types, lowering the MPL of query types that are
exceeding their objectives and raising (1f MPL may be too
low) or lowering (1f MPL may be too high) the MPL of query
types that are not meeting their objectives. In particular, a
determination may be made 1n a step 94 as to whether there
may be a query type exceeding the required performance, 1.¢€.,
the SLAs. A query type may be considered, for example, 11 1t
may be performing significantly over its minimum threshold,
where “significantly” may be measured relative to the average
costs of running queries of that type.

If there 1s, then a determination may be made 1n a step 96 as
to whether performance at a lower MPL would be acceptable.
Query costs and the degree to which performance exceeds or
falls below a minimal threshold may be taken into consider-
ation in determining whether a lower MPL would be accept-
able. For example, 1T a given query type describes very expen-
stve reporting queries, and may be performing significantly
better than the last tested MPL but just slightly better than its
service level agreements, then 1t may not be appropriate to
lower 1ts MPL. If, however, performance may be an order of
magnitude better than required by service level of agreements
and queries are very short-running, then the MPL may be
lowered significantly. If a lower MPL may not be acceptable,
the process may return to step 94 to determine if there may be
another query type exceeding the required performance.
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If performance at a lower MPL may be determined to be
acceptable 1n step 96, then a lower MPL level may be deter-
mined for the query type. A process for determining whether
a lower MPL would be acceptable may be made in step 98 by
comparing a neighboring point on the MMPL Surface struc-
ture 60 for a lower MPL for the given query type. For
example, 1f the existing workload includes an MPL ,=3 and an

MPL =1, and MPL , 1s the MPL exceeding the associated
SL A, then the performance for MPL ,=2 and MPL ,=) may be
determined. In the example shown, the performance of query
Type A drops from 600 to 500. If this may be acceptable, then
the MPL , may be set to 2 1n step 98. I it may be not accept-
able, then processing may be returned to step 94 to determine
whether a different query type that exceeds performance may
be assigned a lower MPL. Other techniques may also be used
to refine the various MPL settings, such as queuing models or
simulation.

It will be seen that multiple query types may be assigned
lower MPLs at step 98. After all query types have been evalu-
ated 1n step 94 and no query type may be performing signifi-
cantly over its minimum threshold, processing may continue
to step 100 during which a determination may be made as to
whether any MPLs were lowered 1n step 98. If so, processing,
may return to step 80 and the procedure may be repeated after
a time period X. The new performance measurements may
indicate whether the system may still be overloaded or
whether performance has improved or deteriorated.

IT all service level agreements are being met and the system
may be not likely to be 1n a state of overload with respect to
any given query type, then performance may continue to be
monitored. Otherwise, it may be desirable to continue to
refine MPL settings to further improve performance. That 1s,
if the process reaches step 100, all SLAs are not being met, the
system may be overloaded, and there are no query types that
are sulficiently exceeding required performance levels, then a
determination may be made in step 102 as to whether any
query types are significantly failing the SLAs.

If no query types are significantly failing the SLLAs, then a
determination may be made again in step 104 as to whether all
SLLAs are being met. This may be the case where all service
level agreements are being met and the system may not be
likely to be 1n a state of overload with respect to any given
query type. If so, then processing returns to step 80 and
performance may be monitored. If not, then a system failure
may be considered to exist, since the current configuration
likely does not permit meeting all service level agreements.
The user may be notified at a step 106. A determination may
then be made as to whether eliminating one or more query
types from the workload will enable a solution to be found.

Step 102 may also be performed 1f the system may be
determined 1n step 92 to not be overloaded. It 1n step 102 1t
may be determined that a query type may be significantly
failing the associated SLLA, as may be the case for an over-
loaded query type, then a determination may be made 1n a step
108 as to whether performance at a higher MPL would be
acceptable for that query type. A process for determining
whether a higher MPL would be acceptable may be made in
step 108 by comparing a neighboring point on the MMPL
Surface structure 60 for a higher MPL for the given query
type. For example, if the existing workload includes an
MPL ,=2 and an MPL .=}, and query Type A 1s the query type
that has a 31g111ﬁear1tly failing SLLA, then the performance for
MPL ,=3 and MPL =] may be determined. In the example
shewn the perfermanee of query Type A increases from 500
to 600. If this 1s acceptable, then the MPL , may be setto 3 in
step 110. As with lowering MPL, the amount that MPL may
be raised may be proportional to query costs and the degree to
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which performance exceeds or falls below the minimal
threshold. A search algorithm may also be used to find an
MPL that provides a preferred level of performance For
example, a search to find an MPL level close to a maximum
where performance 1s a unimodal function of MPL 1s dis-
closed 1 a co-pending U.S. patent application Publication
No. 2011/0283294, entitled “Determining Multi-Program-

ming Level Using Diminishing-Interval Search,” filed May
11, 2010.

Another query type may then be evaluated 1n step 102 and
the process repeated until all of the query types have been
considered. This process may continue to raise the MPL of
query types that are still performing under the minimum SLA
threshold until no query type i1s performing under 1ts mini-
mum SLA threshold or the system may be 1n a state of over-
load.

If 1t 1s determined 1n step 108 that performance at a higher
MPL may be not acceptable, then a determination may be
made 1n step 112 as to whether performance at a lower MPL
may be acceptable. I so, alower MPL may be determined in
step 114 for that query type. Another query type may then be
evaluated 1n step 102 and the process repeated until all of the
query types have been considered. It performance at a lower
MPL may not be acceptable, then processing returns to step
102.

It will be appreciated that this process may provide that 1f
the system may likely be 1n a state of overload with respect to
a given query type, then the MPL of that query type may be
reduced, unless previously measured points advise against 1t.
For example, 11 the immediate neighbor on the MMPL Sur-
face structure may not be 1n a state of overload, but also does
not meet the service level agreement, then that query type’s
MPL may not be reduced at this point.

FIG. 5 illustrates an exemplary method 120 of determining,
whether an overload exists. Such a method may be used in
step 92 of method 40. A current workload may be considered
a location on the MMPL Surface structure 60. A determina-
tion may be made using method 120 as to whether any of the
query types are set to an MPL that results in that query type or
another query type being 1n a state of overload. An MPL for a
query type may be considered to be 1n a state of near overload
or saturation 1f reducing the MPL for that query type would
not diminish that query’s normalized performance. An MPL
for a query type may be considered to be 1n a state of overload
if redueing the MPL for that query type would improve that
query’s normalized performance or the normalized perfor-
mance of another query type. This may be a simple test 1f the
MPVL for one query type 1s changed at a time, but may be more
difficult 11 the MPLs for multiple query types are changed at
a time.

The partially populated MMPL Surface structure may be
used to 1dentify likely states of system overload and system
near-overload by plotting, as needed, selected points on the
surface for the point i question along the plane that runs
parallel to the axis defined by that query type’s MPL. The
slope of lines, indicating degree and character of change,
extending between the target point and 1ts neighbors may be
considered 1n determining the state of the associated query
type. The slope may be positive, negative, or near zero, and
also may have a steepness indicating the rate of change. The
steepness may be determined, for example by taking the
second dertvative of a line between the points.

Method 120 may begin with the query types and associated
MPL settings, represented by box 122, a list of query types
not meeting service-level agreements, represented by box
124, and the partially populated MMPL Surface structure 60.
The query types not meeting SLLAs may be iteratively selected
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for evaluation at a step 126, which determines whether there
1s an unevaluated query type not meeting SLAsS.

For each query type identified 1n step 126, any “neighbor”™
points that already exist on the MMPL Surface structure may
be 1dentified 1 step 128. These “neighbor” points may be
points where only the MPL value of the target query type
differs. That 1s, the MPL values of the other query types
remain the same between the current point and the “neighbor”™
point. The “neighbor” points may then be iteratively selected
at step 130. For each “neighbor” point selected, a determina-
tion may then be made at step 132 as to the slope between the
“neighbor” point and the target point.

If the slope 1s negative, as determined at step 134 then the
location may likely be 1n a state of overload with respect to the
query type. Processing then may return to step 130 for evalu-
ation of another “neighbor” point, if appropriate. If the slope
1s not negative, and 1s not zero or sulliciently close to zero, as
determined at step 136, then the slope may be positive. A
positive slope may be an indication that the target query type
1s probably not overloaded. 11 the slope 1s equal to or close to
zero, then the target query type may be saturated. In either
case, once the slope 1s determined, processing then may
return to step 130.

If 1t 1s determined 1n step 130 that a suitable “neighbor™
point on the MMPL Surface structure does not exist, then 1t
may be determined in step 138 whether a further test for
overload 1s desired. The suitableness of a nelghbor may
depend on how near the nelghbor 15, where “nearness” may be
defined with respect to the size of the target query type. If
there are no near “neighbors” and performance does not meet
the minimal threshold for the query type, then processing may
proceed to step 140. In step 140, the MPL of the target query
type may be reduced. The MPL of all other query types may
be held fixed. New measurements may then be taken at the
new point and the measurements may be added to the MMPL
Surface structure. A determination may then be made 1n step
132 of the slope of the new “neighbor” point relative to the
target point, and the slope may be evaluated in steps 134 and
136, as has been described.

If 1t 1s determined 1n step 138 that no further test for over-
load 1s desired, then processing may return to step 126. If
there are no further query types not meeting SLAs that have
not been evaluated, then 1n step 142 processing may return to
step 92 of method 40, with the determination from method
120 as to whether the system may be 1n overload.

In addition to scheduling a mixed workload, the partially
populated MMPL Surface data structure may be used to
facilitate other workload management decisions. For
example, a partially populated MMPL Surface structure may
be used to 1dentily when two query types contend with each
other to such a degree that workload completion 1s 1n jeop-
ardy. By appropriately populating the MMPL Surface struc-
ture, 1t may become apparent for example that eliminating
one or more query types from the workload may allow the
remaining workload to complete.

As a further example, a partially populated MMPL Surface
structure may be used to determine which queries are less
likely to contend with each other prior to scheduling the
queries 1n a workload. It may also help in determining how
many queries are likely to be able to complete, so queries that
can’t complete may not be admitted. A partially populated
MMPL Surface structure may also be used to help determine
when a workload 1s likely to result 1n a state of overload,
thereby allowing for the termination of the likely offender,
and thus prevent the overload situation.

It will be appreciated, then that the foregoing methods and
systems may be used to find different MPL settings for dif-
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ferent types of queries 1n a mixed workload automatically
without the intervention of a human operator to set them.
Measurements may be limited to points for which informa-
tion 1s useful, without requiring all possible combinations of
query types to be 1identified and the impact of their contention
on performance to be tested before or even during run-time.
The evaluations may be performed without knowledge about
or a model of the system hardware or soiftware. The same
algorithm may work for a system that uses an MPL setting to
control scheduling of work.

The values of the MPLs also may be set dynamically as the
mix of work or resource availability changes. A given query
type may require a higher MPL value or a lower MPL value
under different conditions. Appropriate MPL settings may be
found automatically when system management tasks such as
system backup contend with the query workload. One or
more utility functions also may be developed to provide a
combined score of the benefit of a particular configuration of
MPL settings, allowing for general evaluation of workloads.

We claim:

1. A method comprising;:

receving, ata computer system, a workload of transactions

of different transaction types to be executed concur-
rently by the computer system, wherein each transaction
type 1s associated with a different resource requirement
of the computer system;

providing a data structure having a plurality of dimensions

representing respective levels for the corresponding dii-
ferent transaction types, wherein each of the levels rep-
resents a number of transactions of the corresponding
transaction type, and wherein the data structure stores
measured performance data for the different transaction
types; and

intermittently during execution of the workload,

determining a performance of each transaction type;

determining, based on accessing content of the data
structure, if there 1s an overloaded transaction type
indicated by degradation of execution throughput of
the workload of transactions with an increase in a
number of transactions of the overloaded transaction
type, wherein determining 1f there 1s the overloaded
transaction type comprises determining the perfor-
mance of each transaction type when a number of
transactions of at least one given transaction type in
the workload 1s changed, and a character of the
change 1n the performance of the at least one given
transaction type when the number of transactions of
the at least one given transaction type 1n the workload
1s changed, and

in response to determiming presence of the overloaded
transaction type, changing a number of transactions
of at least one transaction type.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein determining 1f there 1s
the overloaded transaction type includes determining 1f there
1s the overloaded transaction type in which performance of a
transaction type other than the overloaded transaction type 1s
degraded with an increase 1n the number of transactions of the
overloaded transaction type.

3. The method of claim 1, wherein changing the number of
transactions includes reducing the number of transactions of
at least one transaction type that 1s not 1n an overload condi-
tion.

4. The method of claim 1, wherein the data structure
includes entries each storing measured performance data for
the different transaction types, and wherein each of the entries
corresponds to a specific respective combination of the levels
tor the corresponding different transaction types.
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5. A method comprising;
receiving, at a computer system, a workload of transactions
of different transaction types to be executed concur-
rently by the computer system, wherein each transaction
type 1s associated with a different resource requirement
of the computer system:;
providing a data structure having a plurality of dimensions
representing respective levels for the corresponding dif-
ferent transaction types, wherein each of the levels rep-
resents a number of transactions of the corresponding
transaction type, and wherein the data structure stores
performance data for the different transaction types; and
intermittently during execution of the workload,
determining a performance of each transaction type;
determining, based on accessing content of the data
structure, 1f there 1s an overloaded transaction type
indicated by degradation of execution throughput of
the workload of transactions with an increase 1n a
number of transactions of the overloaded transaction
type, and

in response to determining presence of the overloaded
transaction type, changing a number of transactions
of at least one transaction type; and

receiving a service level indicator for each transaction type,
and translating the service level indicator 1nto a respec-
tive transaction-throughput goal, and wherein determin-
ing the performance of each transaction type includes
determining the performance of each transaction type
based on the respective transaction-throughput goal.

6. A computer system, comprising:

a storage apparatus for storing processor-readable mnstruc-
tions and a data structure having a plurality of dimen-
s1ons representing respective levels for corresponding
different transaction types, wherein each of the levels
represents a number of transactions of the corresponding,
transaction type, and wherein the data structure stores
performance data for the different transaction types; and

at least one processor to execute the processor-readable
instructions to:

receive a workload of transactions of the different transac-
tion types to be executed concurrently by the computer
system, wherein each transaction type 1s associated with
a different resource requirement of the computer sys-
tem; and

intermittently during execution of the workload,
determine a performance of each transaction type,
determine, based on accessing content of the data struc-

ture, 1f there 1s an overloaded transaction type indi-

cated by degradation of execution throughput of the

workload of transactions with an increase in a number

of transactions of the overloaded transaction type,

wherein determining 11 there 1s the overloaded trans-

action type 1ncludes determining, based on the con-

tent of the data structure:

the performance of each transaction type when a num-
ber of transactions of at least one given transaction
type 1 the workload 1s changed, and

a character of the change 1n the performance of the at
least one given transaction type when the number
of transactions of the at least one given transaction
type 1n the workload 1s changed, and

in response to determining presence of the overloaded

transaction type, change a number of transactions of

at least one transaction type.

7. The computer system of claim 6, wherein the at least one

processor 1s further for executing the processor-readable
instructions for determiming if there 1s the overloaded trans-
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action type 1n which performance of the overloaded transac-
tion type 1s degraded with an increase in the number of trans-
actions of the overloaded transaction type.
8. The computer system of claim 6, wherein the at least one
processor 1s further for executing the processor-readable
instructions for determiming if there 1s the overloaded trans-
action type i which performance of the transaction type
other than the overloaded transaction type 1s degraded with an
increase in the number of transactions of the overloaded
transaction type.
9. The computer system of claim 6, wherein the at least one
processor 1s further for executing the processor-readable
instructions for receiving a service level indicator for each
transaction type, translating the service level indicator into a
respective transaction-throughput goal, and determining the
performance of each transaction type based on the respective
transaction-throughput goal.
10. The computer system of claim 6, wherein the at least
one processor 1s Turther for executing the processor-readable
instructions for executing the workload of a respective given
number of transactions of each transaction type, and deter-
mining, based on the content of the data structure, the perfor-
mance of each transaction type when the given number of
transactions of the overloaded transaction type 1s changed.
11. The computer system of claim 6, wherein the data
structure includes entries each storing measured performance
data for the different transaction types, and wherein each of
the entries corresponds to a specific respective combination
ol the levels for the corresponding different transaction types.
12. A non-transitory computer-readable storage medium
storing instructions, that when executed by a computer sys-
tem, cause the computer system to:
receive a workload of transactions of different transaction
types to be executed concurrently by the computer sys-
tem, wherein each transaction type 1s associated with a
different resource requirement of the computer system;

provide a data structure having a plurality of dimensions
representing respective levels for the corresponding dif-
ferent transaction types, wherein each of the levels rep-
resents a number of transactions of the corresponding
transaction type, and wherein the data structure stores
measured performance data for the different transaction
types; and

intermittently during execution of the workload,

determine, based on accessing content of the data struc-
ture, a performance of each transaction type;

determine if there 1s an overloaded transaction type indi-
cated by degradation of execution throughput of the
workload of transactions with an increase 1n a number
of transactions of the overloaded transaction type, and

in response to determiming presence of the overloaded
transaction type, change a number of transactions of
at least one transaction type;

receive a service level indicator for each transaction
type, translate the service level indicator into arespec-
tive transaction-throughput goal, and determine the
performance of each transaction type based on the
respective transaction-throughput goal.

13. The computer-readable storage medium of claim 12,
wherein determining 1f there 1s an overloaded transaction type
includes determining if there 1s the overloaded transaction
type in which performance of the overloaded transaction type
1s degraded with an 1increase 1n the number of transactions of
the overloaded transaction type.

14. The computer-readable storage medium of claim 12,
wherein determining 1 there 1s the overloaded transaction
type includes determining 11 there 1s the overloaded transac-
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tion type in which performance of a transaction type other
than the overloaded transaction type i1s degraded with an
increase in the number of transactions of the overloaded
transaction type.

15. The computer-readable storage medium of claim 12, 5
wherein the instructions when executed cause the computer
system to further execute the workload of a respective given
number of transactions ol each transaction type, and deter-
mine, based on the content of the data structure, the perfor-
mance ol each transaction type when the given number of 10
transactions of the overloaded transaction type 1s changed.

16. The computer-readable storage medium of claim 12,
wherein the data structure includes entries each storing mea-
sured performance data for the different transaction types,
and wherein each of the entries corresponds to a specific 15
respective combination of the levels for the corresponding
different transaction types.
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